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Abstract

In this study, researchers self-build two corpora of English abstracts written by international hu-
manities journal authors and non-English undergraduates to investigate the usage of signalling
nouns (SNs) in the corpora. The results show that there are no significant differences between
students and journal writers in the use of high-frequency SNs, and the main selected grammatical
patterns are both “N-be/V-cl” and “N-cl”. In terms of semantic category distribution, the propor-
tion of FactSNs in both corpora is the highest. The discrepancies are that students tend to use Fact
and Environmental Facts more frequently than journal writers, while journal writers prefer to ap-
ply Locution and Idea SNs to state their points. These findings provide valuable references for im-
proving the teaching of English academic writing.
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1. 518

R E=ER, FECARNF AR TELRIES . Kb, EEASEMHBEEEE, 25E
PRAciit, RRANARVEREAER. FFE, SRIEESIEEN R R TEE R AR FRZ W . AN
A TS E B SIE, PARIOESHELEREZTHENMIES LBEHLREMEE, AmseE Bz LR
M BEE IR RINGR, JRERA ) R 7R N A A brse fr T B TR, SR
HA RIFIMER TS ETWANA

SIENIFEH, B AT PR IEBOE AT SS R 5 78 A F BB AT Lok 2 ) Mt se i ae 70, (e Bl bR
22 AR 2 5 bR e ) A W AR R S SR . 7R RIS SO S R R, 5 RN TR AR
B — A E R, KR [ ORI 7T 3 B 4 S AE S B E 2 BRI B U AN 3 B 2 i R T O SR T T R A

o AR IR SR AE 2 DL —Fh T ELRE B A R AR AT 1) 77 ok A28 i . 02 Tl
i, Mk @S HETENFR ANFIEDLIR — K0, fESELRE P S L.

AR SO TR A 5 bR 44 1A (Signalling Noun, 8RR SN), X & —Zh R4, RS KB
S HIESR BAL[2]. bR, fEke mfmi 5E R R rh G EE A, a0 procedure (F£7).
idea (W A1)~ process (IFE). belief (f5&)%%, XL TARHELE TIANE 22k S A E a5 . ek, X
b7 437 (I 5t E 4 I\ — 3515 S 1 EGP (English for general purposes)4iiistiz b4 g 21 58 Ak i) 2R
Y15 5 1E EAP (English for academic purposes)iidik, 12408 P (1) — AN L # e

2. kLR
AFZEFH R T AR E R IR X —H 4400, AFEZ 18 417[3] (Halliday & Hasan, 1976). 4154
i [4] (Schmid, 2000) LA K br7r 443 [2] (Flowerdew & Forest, 2015). % T AW 7T 1ERHZE 5 Flowerdew &

Forest (2015) (I FEAHALL, SIS T ARATX AR s 4417 R 5 A3 2 ARPEIX—3E X, oA iafE sk = B
MBS, R SCRYI, R EARESEESOR IR LA S 3
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XF TR 44 BRI 7 H 2000 4 LAKSE#T 2 B2 E AT G . B BT AR S Thros 4 1 AL 22 R e
HAE FR AR 5T 2 SR FEXT L4 b o Francis et al. [SIREBINE 2% 48 BT & 107 kAT TR 7S, R
P AR 2 R A 1 SR BB B AR T O AR TR &, Ak KR I A S F PR
YFZ R 4 1] S RE A 2 4 B . Aktas & Cortes [61HF 7t 1 25 [ 2% 3] & 5 AE hbron 4% 1] (48 FH 1
B, G5 RI S >)3 FEEe bR 4 1] A P AT i O AR DB R . R RS PEERE R, R
FHkR7R 44 i /2 effect, result, fact, system, process il problem. [ A Xt-Fhnr7R 44 1a (RAF 72 B A 500,
B TR IE . 2R [TIE TR EARIEEERE, B8 TR &Ia7E “This/These + %177 £5#)
A R RS R, BIFFE R 27 20 38 s 44 ] B ASE AR W S /D T AR TR, AR A8 IR 7 44 1) S B
BBz 2R, Bk Bz AE bR A A R, B 50 A XX S 4% 3 A A7 TR R R R4 11
WG XA F O8] 55 T [ 31 TR AT 00 15 A i B TR HA 48 S8 S 3 T b b o 44 1 {8 A
BPAEF I S F], BEFRA R IR, BRI E AENR R 44 8] S B sCR A S 07 T R SR (2 25 %2
S, HLWE S T m i AR SL bR AL, BOE RSB hR], R [ B R AR AR R
(i Lk B = 2R,

JUER TR &R AR EE, (2 H AT IHRE RS R 4 R0 8 R 78 R R I T Z 8] 1)
X T, AR SR B o [E AR SEiE T ARRE 22 ] H XA BRI AR EER K. BT Aos 4 i B
R RBGER P X BAE, JCHAESARIE SR T2 B R &  FAA,  DR A o B0 v [ AR
A bR s 44 A P IEAT S8 BT 9T o AR SORE B 23 AT [ B A SC R T AR 5845 Ll AR RHAE 22 AR08 SO 2
W A R, A Hobr s £ 1 40 A, PRI b s 44 ] R R 2k AR RGN, SR
Flowerdew & Forest [2]%1 457~ 44 18] 73 RA &R e, AFEESE, TR, FiBE. WAk B8
KRS NFER] . HT Flowerdew & Forest [2]({iE =M Ry 28I mE, A 706 %M kAT 7 1%,
e 1 fiR.

Table 1. Grammatical patterns applied in this study
# 1. MATAMRNEZESR

(EEN 'S piT
Noun phrase:
SN + complement clause N-cl
Variants: that-clause N-that Data were collected via a survey that asked
about participants understanding and use of
wh-clause N-wh L2 research.
infinitive clause N-to
prepositional phrase N-prep
Clause structure:
SN + be/V + nominalization” N-be/v-cl . . .
Hangzhou is the most efficient city and the
Variants: that-clause N-be/v-that most important factor is the high expense and
. the least important factor is the consumption.
to/doing infinitive clause N-be/v-to Results showed that Filipino post-primary
school students possessed positive attitudes
wh-clause (whether, where, why, N-be/v-wh toward physical education.
how, when, etc.)
noun phrase N-be/v-NP"
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The qualitative analysis, however, revealed
Noun phrase + be + SN NP-be-N" that individual learner differences may be a

critical factor in the effectiveness of implicit

versus explicit instruction.

SN + Appositive Clause There are many factors causing its popularity:

(phrases headed by such as, for example, N-APP" contents, guests, editing, caption forms and
including) S0 on.
Signalling nouns in adjunct groups Nin AG According to the data results, researcher can see

that there is pressure in high school students.

3. fAGE
3.1. WiSRiE)RR

1) 25t AT 8 7 b 44370 (s PR R R 78 S 2
2) AT 15 bR G il A0 1A e 2

3.2. BRI

AHFFTER T 167 5 W TR SO EEAN 153 F oA AR A R S AR AR B A kR 2 2RI
BERE AR, FAEYAR MR =ZERRARISE LR, SE 38R 2 EPEE A
MG IRER AT, R EBCEESE, RDW LB SUEIT .  SAE E RRE —EUE, ARTA
TR BB S %, SR%. Q5% (o, OS5 A SCERET], B4AM1RN: American Journal of
Economics and Sociology, Applied Linguistics, Asian Journal of Social Psychology, Asia-Pacific Education
Researcher, Journal of Business and Technical Communication, Journal of Memory and Language, Language
Learning & Technology 1 Modern Language Journal. F7 i B2 (K JE ¥ 7E 150~250 1 2 8], 4575t
HL g5k, s )k Agsie, RARE R 2 Fos.

Table 2. Corpus construction

2. VBN ERRY

Text Word Types Word Tokens
Journal Writer Corpus 167 4297 30,265
Students’ Corpus 153 3604 27,082

33. MR

W, ¥ 3.2 R R ATE BRSO A MERRER: TreeTagger S SCASHEAT WA AR E . HIR, A0
FL LA Flowerdew & Forest (2015)# /it Hh &Nk} EE SR HEA4 1T 50 (bRs 44l e, AT
F Flowerdew & Forest $ Hi 1115244 UAE S SRR AR 50 AN Alibs 7 44 1] [P B 1A A SR
4, IRGER
4.1. BIEIRES

Wz 3 ion, FAMBTEEERR R IAAMENSIRE LA BEER . XE—ERE LEH, FE
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SAEEBHT RS B G , AWK REIRE MM RAI . X5 Hinkel (2004) 100 ri—2, AHELE—
FEEE, RS RGP E T I 55201 MHT ARG R, whrRT b EIEE
TERHAT EARGER, BB ZAF bR R 21 R R 2% ) 3 5 TR TE bR s 44 il i 7 T 22 e A
MR R JE R R A, A ST A R B SO S M, A EAT 0 S R O e P
RSN, EESWIFIRINE. B ER . AR5 8558, 450, BT P MERE b i ST
TR R A NSRSV, HOSHAE IR, BN R BI I, XA Al et 75 2 o
i AR 7R 2 R S G MR U A . R, RS AR TR R P ize F IR AL 5 Tl RS RSB B AR R
TSRS, R B RAZ T FEEE. 2B —BHUG 4 & AR . B, AHETE i E
S S F ALV SO RS A KR AR s 44 T AT A A OS2 T AR . SRR . 2R BT
FERR7R 2 RAE I 7 T 22 5 AN L, EMIE 1A RS T TERIE TR 23 T2 A A R SR RE I Tt
Table 3. Overall frequency of 50 SNs in two corpora

= 3. JERHE T 50 MRR B R A A SE

HITIEE R R R
LR GEIES N T e LR GEIES NG ES
v EAt| 735 250.31 651 242.08 0.38 0.534

vE: FRUEAIIZ )y 10,000,

X EUBIRLE Sig.

42. BFEMA ST

FF%F Flowerdew & Forest & H FIdpn 22 1B R, AR 0R0E8 1R, 25
A N-cl, N-be/V-cl, NP-be-N, N-APP fI N in AG, FEAMERZEH 15 N ILAG Fros 4 @ 503 20 A b e tn 14
1 ME 2 iR

0% 3%, 1%

B

69%

ON-cl EON-be/v-cl T'NP+be+N BN+ APP BN in AG

Figure 1. Distribution of grammatical patterns in journal writer corpus

B 1 EEARAERTMEEIEREN S

3%

ON-cl BN-be/v-cl ©/NP+be+N BN+ APP BN in AG

Figure 2. Distribution of grammatical patterns in students’ corpus

2. TBEMRNEFE BN ENS T
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DL EREANGREI (1 1. 1] 2)75 0 EDWH R 7R 13X RS A SPE BA TR 3810 e 2 A 2 AR iR e R )
ARSI A LB . IWARRTCAE 2, PAERNEE 15 AN AR7R 4 18 R F (B A 2CLL 2 AR . Hpdok
i, EHAMERED, R4 L “N-be/v-cl” AT “N-cl” #JzUHIIN, 3% 248 28 4] s R e 399 P14
TERHEE HEIE 96%, RS ARTERLE H LI 83%, FRAMIERHM AR SR, ANE ST, AT
PE#, AT “N-belv-cl” A1 “N-cl” X P F#e 248 A EL ) LA AR TR, WA TR X T “N-befv-cl”
R s F AT 2050 “ N-cl 7 ¥ 50T 2.5 f%, Fod 2% 21 5 (1 “N-cl 7 # =0 BL“N-prep” 5 th i %, T 48.7%,
JUIE 2, S b e A R O AR 2 2 o 38 T2 RIS SC B R S, (5 RETE AT 2 S AN it 5 (i f2 o
FHECHEE 2 R VE SRR, AT T30 I B B OnT DUE Y B an g [l e 4 v o EEXX 15 AN s 44 1]

HITEE R SR AL L 4 &R .

Table 4. Distribution of grammatical patterns of shared SNs

* 4. BB BIDHIEENX S

N-be/  N-be/  N-be/ .
SN N-that  N-wh N-to  N-prep v-that v-to V-NP NP-be-N N-APP Nin AG
22.31 11.16
ability
34.06
22.31 11.16 37.19
analysis
6.81 57.90
37.19 7.44
article
341 68.11 341 341
3.72 66.94 3.72
effect
81.74 6.81
14.87 3.72 18.59 29.75 11.16 18.59 29.75
factor
27.25 17.03 3.41 20.43
89.25 3.72
impact
37.46 3.41 3.41
7.44 7.44 92.97 3.72 3.72
method
6.81 17.03 3.41
3.72 7.44 40.91 3.72
model
10.22 17.03 10.22 27.25
137.59 26.03 18.59
paper
23.84 6.81
3.72 11.16 11.16 18.59 3.72 29.75 18.59
problem
3.41 17.03 3.41 3.41 3.41
33.47
relationship
68.11
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S 3.72 372 238.00 3.72 48.34
result

J 326.94 6.81 3.41

S 372  26.03
role

J 13.62 23.84 3.41

S 1116  163.62  3.72 3.72 3.72 29.75
study

J 480.20

S 22.31 52.06 26.03
survey

J 3.41 1022  6.81 6.81

S 372 3347 186  92.97 40534 3.72 59.5 3347 4462  78.09
Total J 17.03 341 1022 11579 817.36 0 6.82 0 1022 341

Sig.  0.403— 0.009+ 0.000°"+ 0.967+ 0.000""- 0.000™"+ 0.000™"+ 0.068+ 0.000™"+

M ATTLUE , EAEFATIES L TREE AR EAEE BB 2 S, 2 il N-cl IR f&
N-to, N-be/V-cl {128 1A N-be/v-that, N-be/v-NP, NP-be-N il NinAG. F SOk X iX F AR AT VEH 047

1) N-to

7E “N-cl” iX— a0, SFAERMMTIESEE “N-to” XK EEERENER, FAXNTZ
REEFIAE I 2 T HATIVE S o 3X — 2540 1R 4 FH mT DA BH A bt ) 152388 ) ik AT 9 (R0 AIF 2 D7 V2 A0t 9 1D,
[Fi) o 30K — &35 440 1) 7 Jo 12 T DA BE AT RICHB IR 7 b7 44 1A PE L ARGE 5 B85E R I8 S i i ek Bk o bt
WF 70 R DU ANE R 2 b i — g 3 4 FH 22 S 4E method —i7]_ B AW G, X U0 IZE S SO B S vh, 2%
S1E A R R B ) 1) S BRIR X S ST T . R ARIEESIERE £, N7 B4 B
KEFLDEGIE M AR BEESIELE, BI04 2 R RS A I 0E S BRI R, REEAES
PILA . Pk, BT “N-to” g5k s RINERG 1, 7510 U B S Eh 2 MR ik, N2k T
X — 25 ) ) AR A1) 1

Example 1: This study aimed to use a relatively reliable longitudinal research method to explore whether there is a re-

lationship between life satisfaction and social trust for college students. (5 & &+ %)

2) N-be/V-that

AR R TIE#TE N-be/V-that 1IX — AR FAFAE RS . X —a, WITIEEfAd
LR Z b4 1R 0 study A1 result, H.4544)% 4 “results show that” “The results indicate that” F1“ The
study suggests that” , iX 5 Flowerdew & Forest (2015)/ii:—5L, EI7E “SN-be/V-cl” X —&Efyd, &
be LLAL, W5t 18 A3 4 £ 95017 A demonstrate, show, suggest, indicate, X267t 1] LAEAF 2 be AL
Bidl. WX ISR R R, BATIEE S IX — B 2 224, XUl AR A, BTRIE#
FEAE AR X — S5 SR RIR T 78 N A BRI ST 45 5, 7 AR IX — I R I mT R T R B ) 3 0 T 1R iR
MUK EARE KT s A T 203, OABE ) FREER I, WA Z, LRI H RN
BE 3. T ESELRNAL, FARE RN Y 2 E M EES), N T RIEATRIEFER,
e H QAR AR I IR A2, Example 2 21X — 2514 1451 1.

Example 2: The result suggests that the CFG, instead of being an enabling resource, is a limiting document: It limits

who can make healthier food choices and how such choices can be made. (#1F) 4% &4t %)
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3) N-be/V-NP

M 4 TR H, 2EAERBTIERTE N-be/V-NP X —£5 Ml B E R & ZR, H¥EENTi%
AR AR 2 T HATIE R . AHELEL N-be/V-that IX — 4544, N-be/V-NP £5#4 s bros 4 i B fa AR i &
S AR T IVE S o AR R — G50 ) g U FH IE B 27 AR 7 1 258 55 IR A S TR M A FH 7 P 4
HATIE S MR, WA T ARIGESEX — IR E, 2288 I — e 1) il 2 M e o e
HAMFEEINE S, XA T EARTE S ERRE M EAR BRI ERFEE — M FNES.

4) NP-be-N

NP-be-N 5 HAM M G55 KA FE T ERRTRE M. W& 4 vUEH, X—HERMERE S
A AR AN R, LR TR 15 M & id B 12 MMORTEX PR e, b — 44 Q8 32
FAEALE factor A1 problem X P Mr s 4218 b AR L HATINE & 8 2 Mo fidi FZ 45/ R IE AR n 22 13 15 30,
JEHZRIAE problem —id FIH A b 302 FUONAH ELESHFIE R o FEE TR, FA M RREAR
g, DNUCER LR N, 2 F ORI TR MRR B 70 1 SR Hh A 5 1)

Example 3: With the development of China, dialect protection is a rapidly growing problem. (3 4 i&#+ %)

5)N in AG

“Signalling nouns in adjunct groups” iX —#£5#4 /& Flowerdew & Forest (2015)7F #if A FIHF 78 LAt L7 14
) —FBE R XS5, BRI, bR 4 D VR MR B — 8 H I, A A
ToR 5 75 B IR R o X — A U 2 A B R v B A I b A e ot v TS R E R E R B, FEAR AR R A
analysis, paper, result ix =AM |, H 2 DL @ FE HEL, %140 as a result, in this paper, 1X5 Flowerdew &
Forest (2015) #1567 — 3.

Example 4: As a result, the purpose of our research is to present an assessment model, providing visitors with various

reference advice and contributing to the future development of online museums. (5 & &4} %)

LR, AR EIFAETETHH “N-to” X — W5 K& NS RRIE R LIRS S, Fr
SR B AR I S ) T S A ] e R TR AT B A TR B T, Bl “as a result” AT “based on the
analysis” . MIBT231%, WTIWEE EIE KM “N-be/V-that” iXFhKAJHL, P51 A AT AT LA 5 R N 25
FEhnam HEE, o CAE AT AR bR & SR AR R B U . B TIE R BIEA R E
®, ALE IR SRR AT, s K Ry SRk 3 AR

MIME 2, EXRTARR 4 REEE AR b, 2% 2 B AT & 4G — i) 2248 H — 2ek e
. HR2, MBI E, BT SESE LR RNFEEME, WTIEE T CUE 5 ok bR 7R 4416
BHEUT AP R ERFAR R ENBES . Rk, NE S &2 AR AR IGE R U E S E ™
A, SOZEETR R R SRR EARE S IP, R B, NS ENSGS, HESE
28, EREZAREOTERIREFRE MEH KA MARFEE N EHTHI I, SCEEEANRRZM
PR R, XTAARFESIERENHIR, BT UNTHEE 5 RSB Rt LRIk, 51354
SEE RGN IS AR R i — SR G S RIA T, LA SR E B FIAAT . 200 5
WHE S KBS TP R EEF,

4.3. BY KR53

%5 R TP TERVE T 50 A miitbr s A4 A HE LIIREM i o Ak, X NMERE A — AL
ffadh, RISESEIRAN S 1 A% 1A 78 1 /I ERLEE o 22 o L i
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Table 5. Semantic distribution of shared SNs in both corpora

5. AN RIAERNIERERIE X ST

& X Thek N-cl N-be/V-cl  NP-be-N N-APP Nin AG PS8 S A7 E
) 93 130 16 24 19 282 104.87
HLH
£ 73 148 8 12 4 245 83.44
Sig. 0.034"+ 0.728— 0.063+ 0.023"+  0.001""+ 0.009™"+
N T 3 100 3 3 15 124 46.11
SER
&2 1 178 6 3 6 194 66.07
Sig. 0.027+ 0.000""— 0.037- 0.914+ 0.028"+ 0.002™"-
T 20 29 7 9 10 75 27.89
= 35 63 4 1 7 120 40.87
Sig. 0.087— 0.002""- 0.291+ 0.802— 0.363+ 0.009"-
_ T 35 16 7 8 10 76 28.26
1T i
£ 47 25 10 10 4 96 32.69
Sig. 0.025"- 0.258— 0.583— 0.775— 0.073+ 0.342—
T 46 1 13 70 26.03
E28: S i
&2 31 9 5 6 51 17.37
Sig. 0.036"+ 0.520+ 0.011"- 0.070+ 0.027"+
T 18 6 24 8.92
= 22 7 29 9.88
Sig. 0.722— 0.905- 0.713—

M5 ATUEH, BATIWES 55 AR 7 44 18] BT SCIh RS F G OULE L) AP s Atz b, Bp R
SRR %, 41708 33.33%H1 43.32%, THAZE G EHRD, 43008 3.95%F1 3.69%, FEIX/NKIE X))
L IR, FIER, WA R A N AR EA R B R, R A XX
PR AT VEA 53 H7

1) BSR4

F SR A AL B R} A b e S B A, 23 00) o L 33.33% 411 43.32%, iX 5 Flowerdew & Forest
(2015) B 9T 285 R — 2, Ahsmif 7 H LKA AR ARE R T LS o 5 ) 0T 31 S 44 1] (1) e A A
R 2] 3 TR B2 ARE B B W, PO TS s A iR, SRR i)
TAEAATT ) S E Ak W R IE S PR AR, XX TS B A T ARG AR IR AR E T A2 5
FIERLEE P BRI result, factor, effect 25,

M5 HRTLLE S|, SRR 7RSS Fact IX— D RER X T #2040 2R IR B s A A . J 1)
VR A2 5 T A Tik A N-be/V-cl iX — i AR RIEF LKA, BITHEFXTT N-be/V-cl (L H &L
1A 60.41%, AN IX— /AR I R A 46.1%, U BHEITIVE S 2R 2 R B oA, e
KA ) (T 2R B F S 2R A4 B e RIS, SR R A2 78 Nin AG X —#9 2U 48 FH 22 7 P i
RNRE, FAFEKMAHX —ERRIEFLLE, XM ESEICHAARIEXS result 1A F. B4
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Flowerdew & Forest ii#g ), 7£ Nin AG X —45#4rh, Frs 4 il i (E v ks — & as o, e
B2 SUMAE A . FE2RAETERE R, result —iAIZE Nin AG Z5 4 4= # /2 UL as a result fTECHI B, IF
HRZ BRI RS T304 R MRIA AT ST R B o I U0 25 A R ) 2 A 2 5 IO B 0 5 Hh K A 9 4%
IBRIR, It H as a result iX — &5 8 TG A o SCEm R0 12 IR A3 SCE S5 FTE T B 1, (8 T 105 B 52

2) BIEXIERET

F AR AT T A A R R 2 ) 5 LG 26.39%1 19.05%, FEERR M B2 R, HIRT)
PR A AR & T 2220 . S iBRA AR 12 LR 5 1HE s AR X555 BIAR R A1, TEX P
AMERHETRILA paper, article X Mrid 5 & BT SIE S WIIbR R 2416 o AEF AT RIS 5 152K
ZRZEE SR . BAARTS, A S E R WG SO E M s RSO B, X
bR 4 ] B A8 AT AR G Ay 130 385 45 4 PR S 4, W5 3238 PR 70, A G B R L I e T 7 ) B
[ IR, 3 2 44 1]t A ] (52 2 SR BURY 2 (K S AE 2 order, B2 R EAE & A& 5 KK i — 2247 35 i promise .
FATIE 80X — 2 44 ] (10 A A FH 10 B A A B A e W 5 5 R R 7D, F e B . AT
i E R B B W, EHEN.

X SRR A R R, TS R 2 AR 1 i 2 B T N-be/V-cl 1X — 25, o 134 J LR =0
LR LT AT DLRBEAN T . ARFERX — Uik b, ATIAE 2 i A Az v T2 A, JUHAREIAE XS
study A1 paper fjf8 F .

Example 5: In this paper, we conduct a relatively systematic study and case study of creative typeface design; we sort
out the methods and characteristics of creative typeface design; and then explore and practice through puzzle typeface design.
(F A EAE)

Example 6: This study adopts a framework rooted in appraisal-based emotion theory to explore the complexity of
teachers’ emotional lives and the nature of language teacher emotions in the classroom, using anxiety as a starting point and

drawing on vignette methodology for emotion elicitation. (5| 4k % &4t %)

7t Example 5 H1, 24 1% Nin AG X — 451 KiEAT paper (1315, 1E in this paper IX—#z\r, paper
YRR R SR N R AR T (HA2, FERANR) T, AR IHT ORI ] 788 — AFRRAR BT 7T
SRt AR, FESEARRSCEE T I, R AT T S O R L A = AFRCRIEAT IR, R, XA
) 1] PLES S A researchers conduct a relatively systematic study and case study of creative typeface design, sort
out the methods and characteristics of creative typeface design; and then explore and practice through puzzle
typeface design.7E Example 6 &1, HIFI1EE R N-V-cl 35 1! study (IRFFR N2, I MNAIR T =, 8805
ZHATORY R EA), 9 SN AR EEVEAR AR .

3) WARIFRAA

MR RER R ZARE R E R 2 S LR, 205 B ORI 16.33% A1 (52 4E) 11.52%, HIHIHI
VR X5 T W USRS 4 18] (4 P AT T 21 3 o W RS os 44 1] 2 2 O BRI R ) A2 AL 5 ) R 78 24

SKBUARIZNRE . XK W] e E A I REAPOGRERE A 7, M0 HA2ARRERE B N EEA A AW 7T+
(R = 2o 44 18] 2 T T3 B SR T FU AL R R AT, 3R AT 2 50 2R 2 [ 76 v DA SR RO A
AR .

HEHRA R R RIEE L, IRIEE A 22 A 00 T2 F - N-cl A1 N-be/V-cl BEAT WL 52544
] [2IE . (HAE N-be/V-cl IX— AR A AU Z 57 0, WITIVESE Mk AR m T4, 2 IlE
PRSIy X UL A N-be/V-cl 3 AT T (IR R S 208 o AR BB A T LRI 3K, X R4S
KRR RS ERE R EY 2, PR TSN, (HERIH AN TR A RS — 5. i
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P, R

FIX AR JE T SSCI 2 A% Co T, S iE w2 — E ARG & &1, BT TR E I
TR FH 2 A5 T 0 A 9 S L 5 SR R R R 43

4) IRRIFR B

5 WA SR BITIEE A A T IR R s A A A AR ZE . X R A AR S
MESRZ O RISAN T, TR A 5 S, BSR4 rh s, . iR, SAmNE, 3B
B RAEPIANERLEE T 5 E b, 40 HE 6.94% A1 10.75%, 33X J2 T2 AR 4 ST S XURS F T vk P ATARE
FEPE, FERMEE W AAIERTT, USSR AR B S A S L A BT £ .

R LRTR, SAFATIE R A S SN S 1R bR s A A oA, B R AN A 2 44 1]
KHATIE X FRIE . BT FARIES P EE AR ER, 5 2 3 S 5 88 44 17 1A R g 14 n 2
R UAR T BT ERS R M, PREE SRS S AN e T I hn R 2 R A . [F
WA SN, HATIERE 22 A 35 5 22 Hfdt A N-cl A1 N-be/V-cl SRR IE X S FhE A .

5. &hig

AW T FE A T b EAESEE T ARH A 5 A 5 AE S AR ST 225843 65 5 7 44 1] (SN) A5 FH 175 0
5 E. UKL, fEmE SN A b, FEZ ) FH SIATIES 2 RER SRR REE R, XRIFH
25 2] % CAfE R SO EL MRS TR T SN (12115 TEAn R A Bk e B 7, TBie
SRR R IATINE S, #A TE FH N-be/V-cl F1 N-cl #Jx. 2R, 76 MBI/ ., B
“N-to” , “N-be/v-that” , “N-be/v-NP” , “NP-be-N” Fl “N in AG” , ZFAMMITIEL LRI EE
25t WIFIAE ) T B A A 4590 “N-belv-that” , DLIREEVEAN A MRREAT T BH , 110 27 >0 38 0] i 47 fe
FATRTAT ) “N-to” A)ZURIEE LS “N in AG” SRR o IX Al ) 7] e 3 B0 =) FAEMRE SN A
LR NG, [RINHE45 S & i a) 2o T 5, Bz 2RI R P AN Rk

TES TN BEEE T s SUbs 7 44 18] IR TR SO, 4 SRR B N8 REE h B0 B e R O S SR
Frosain], TR AR O AR TR e ) B AR SR, iR, BRI KX
VUMb~ R FAEE RS 2R . SIATIMER AL, 5 A2 5000 Bt 5 35 52 44 18] LA 9 1515 TR AL
JECE 5 AAT T [ {5 FH PR B 2 44 G SR SR AL S R AR () LR R [ AN s, AN BB SR 2 =5 R .
A, SATIAEE SEAG ) T8 S B R hR s A ik Rk F 5, JF DAt E R s Al Tdad {8 A AR R bR
LRI A AL AT AT, IR R AR, DL ARSR AR ANE S T . X — iR
N TEFAREET, AEZEBEbRR AT TAE R B8, DUEITIER 5 5 51 35 758 X Lebn
71N VAT () SRS 22 S

TN AN F B R A, AHEFUR I, R ) DA SR B 8RS B A AR s 44 ]
(SN)RFIE LI B B, AR ARATTAE S b sl FH el R vhod 2 TG 25 158 AR 7 44l o — E1 5 DL R (B 2 v
FERA B . B X IRLEBRAR, AWF B T AR BT . XA S, AT R
T KbRs 4 LB E A AR, JFS M R SRR, SN S, @i bUsE 5 #
FNEMREENG, KIEmFAEEEZAREEPE R R EE IR,

BRI TN FARIAEHFAR N T — WP @i, (H 2R TR I RIS /), BRI — 2 6
ERBRIE . I, AT TR BEER AR AR 7 4 1] B HAR D e FR AT R EL A0 AT o IX 48353 B 1] R B 1R
SR FTI Db EE VRN A

E&WmE
IR FEHEARCASEQR I . “HME + Tl BRI AR IOE S B T (W H g S
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